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REMARKS 

The abstract of the , igclosure is ob . ectftd ^ because ^ 
too long. Accordingly, Applicantg ^ ^ ^ 

the length thereof compliant with Mp£p §608 . 01(b) 
claims 1, 3- 13 and 15 _ 17 m in ^ case ^ Qf ^ ^ 
this amendment. claims 7 _ 12 nave ^ 
appreciate the Examiner's allowance of claims 7-12. 

Claim 1 is rejected under the judiciary created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 1 and 7 of U.S. Patent No. 5,457,815. 

Claim 13 is rejected under the judicially created doctrine 
of obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over 
claims 9, 10 and 12 of U.S. Patent No. 5,457,815. 

Claims 2, 6 and 14 are objected to as being dependent on a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

These rejections and objection are respectfully traversed in 
view of the instant amendment. Specifically, Applicants have 
amended 

(i) independent claim 1 to incorporate all of the 
limitations of "objected to" claim 2, and 

(ii) independent claim 13 to incorporate all of the 
limitations of "objected to" claim 14. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1, as well 
as claims 3-6 as depending therefrom, and claim 13, as well as 
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claims 15-17 as depending therefro TO , are i„ condition for 
immediate allowance. 

m vi ew of a ii the art of reoort( rOTaiBi ^ ^ 

the case are considered to patentably aistingulsll th9reover 

« is submitted in vie„ o£ these re»arKs that all grounds 
fer rejection have been removed Dy the foregoing amendment. 
Reconsideration and allowance of this application are therefore 

earnestly solicited. 

The Examiner is invited to phone ^ r ^ ^ 

attorney for Applicant, 757-220-2649, if in he r opinion such 
Phone call would serve to expedite the prosecution of subject 
patent application* 

Respectfully submitted, 
HERBERJPH^DREWIT'Z, II ET AL. 

29 September 2004 




Attorney of Reef 
Reg. No. 32,178* 

l?t^\ c ? r ^ if y that this paper is being facsimile transmitted 
to the.A^sistant Commissioner for Patents on the date shown 

ffS er J * v *V*!^ n Date of Signature 

Attorney of » * 
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